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CERTIF IED  RETURN RECEIPT  REQUESTED
P 001 770 687

Ju l y  2 ,  L9B7

Mr.  Na than  A twood
Co-0p Min ing  Company
P.  0 .  Box  L245
Hunt ing ton ,  Utah  84528

Dear  Mr .  A twood :

Re:  Proposed Assess ! ! !en t  fo r  S ta te  V io la t ion  No.  N87-26-4-1 ,

The unders igned has  been appo ln ted  by  the  Board  o f  0 i1 ,  Gas and
Min ing  as  the  Assessment  0 f f l cer  fo r  assess ing  pena l t ies  under  UMC/SMC
845.1 I -845 .17 .

Enc losed is  the  proposed c iv i l  pena l ty  assessment  fo r  the  above
re ferenced v io l .a t ion .  Th is  v lo la t ion  was issued by  D iv is ion  Inspec tor ,
| { i l l i am Malenc ik  on  June 5 ,  L987.  Ru le  UMC/SMC 845.2  e t  seq .  has  been
ut iL ized  to  fo rmula te  the  proposed pena l ty .  By  these ru les ,  any
t r t r i t ten  in fo rmat ion  wh ich  was submi t ted  by  you or  your  agent  w i th in
f i f teen  (15)  days  o f  rece ip t  o f  th i s  No t i i e -  o f  V io la t ion  has  been
cons idered i -n  de termin lng  the  fac ts  sur round ing  the  v io la t lon  and the
amount  o f  pena l ty .

w i th in  f i f teen  ( l s ;  6 . t "  a f te r  rece ip t  o f  th is  p roposed
assessment ,  you  or  your  agent  may f i le  a  wr i t ten  reques t  fo r  an
assessment  con fe rence  to  rev iew the  p roposed  pena l t y .  (A  reques t  fo r  a
conference shouLd be  submi t ted  to  Ms.  V ick i  Ba i ley ,  a t  the  above
address .  )

I f  A  T IMELY REQUEST IS  NOT MADE THE PROPOSED PENALTY (  IES )  I { ILL
BECOM NAL.  AND NAL BE ND PAYABLE I { ITH IN
THI R DAY OF THE PROPOSED ease  remi t  payment  to
the  D iv is ion ,  ma O V Ba i l eyck

Joseph  C .
A  ssessme  n t

He l f r i ch
0 f f i ce r

re
Enc losure
cc :  John AFO

on equol opportunity employer

C.  Ka thmann ,  OSM,
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI,PANY/MINE Cq0p Mining ColBea Nov /f N87-26-4-L

PERMIT

ASSESS},ENT

{t AcT/015 /O25 VIOLATION

DATE 7-2-87 ASSESSMENT OFFICER Joseph C. Helfrich

I . HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

o f3

A. Are there previous
which fall within 1

ASSESSI',flINT DATE 7-L-87

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF. DATE
NB6-10-6-1 3-L2-87

violations which are not pending or vacated,
year of todayr s date?

EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 7-T-86

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTSPTS
I

---I 
polrib fficn o

5 points for eaeh past vioLation in a
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY

one year
C0, up to one year

POINTS 1
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

NOTE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment
Officer will determine within which catlgory the violation faIls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the categoiy, the A0 will adjust the points
up or downr utilizing the inspeetorrs and operatorrs statements as guiding
documents.

rs this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? event
A. Event Violations MAX 45 pTS
f. iolated standard was designed to

prevent? Damage to property, injury to the public (public safety)

2. What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a vioLated
standard tras designed to prevent?

PROBABILITY RANGE
None o
Insignificant 1-4
Unlikely 5-9
Likely 10-14
Occurred 20

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS O

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

occur, injury to the pubflCand rooertv damaoe.
to prevent did notThe more applicable events this ulation u/as desi
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3 - what is the extent of actuar or potential- damage?
RANGE

Potential or Actual Damage O-25*

*In assigning points, consi.der the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS O

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
Ifspector- statement ingicqtee that no damage nor potent
as a resuit o

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?1.

Potential hindrance
Actual hi.ndrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE

L-12
LV-25

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

I I I . NEGLIGENCE

T0TAL SERIOUSNESS P0INTS (n or B)

MAX 30 PTS

A. Was-this an inadvertent violation which was unavoj.dable by the
exercise of reasonabLe care? rF s0 N0 NEGLTGEN0E.
0R Was this a raiiJie-oi-i-permittee to prevent the'occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of dil igence, or lack of
reasonable carer or the failure to abate any viotation due to the
same? IF S0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this violation the result of reckless, knowingr or
iNtENtiONAl CONdUCI? IF SO GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT-iHNru
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fault ld-10

srATE DEGRIE 0F NEGLTGENCE Greater degree of fault

ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 24

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
Operator received finaL Fermit approval Octobe.r fl, 1985 . which set forth

p"mit 
"eqqirements.
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IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -2O pts. (eithgr A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEI,ENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -Il to -ZO*
(rmmediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -I to -lU*
(Permittee used'diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurrirg in lst or Znd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance -1 to -I0r
(Operator compried within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement tras incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? difficult ASSIGN G00D FAITH POINTS 0

PROVIDEAN EXPLANATION
abatement time

OF POINTS
extended

V .

orioinal

ASSESSI,FNT SU]4MARY FoR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED F]NE

N87-26-4-I

1--T--
3----T-

25

tltQ

$ 3oo


